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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


No. 3744. 

Damel M. Reed, Appellant, 
vs. 

Clara C. Reed. 

a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 39213. 

Clara C. Reed, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Daniel M. Reed, Defendant. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, That in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were tiled and proceed¬ 
ings had, in the above-entitled cause, to wit: 

1 Bill of Complaint. 

Filed July 21, 1921. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Sitting in Equity. 

Equity Number 39213. 

Clara C. Reed, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Daniel M. Reed, Defendant. 

The petition of Clara C. Reed, the plaintiff herein, respectfully 
shows to the Court as follows: 

1. That the plaintiff is a citizen of the United States and a resi¬ 
dent of the District of Columbia, and brings this suit in her own 
right, as the wife of the defendant; that the defendant is a citizen 
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of the United States and a resident of the said District, and is sued 
in his own right. 

2. That the plaintiff under the name of Clara C. Eliason and the 
defendant, Daniel M. Reed, were, to-wit, on the 18th day of October, 
A. D. 1905, united in wedlock by the Rev. W. E. Parson, an or¬ 
dained minister of the Gospel, duly authorized to solemnize mar¬ 
riages; the marriage being so performed at the minister’s residence, 
Number 309 New Jersey Avenue, Southeast, in the City of Wash¬ 
ington, District of Columbia; and that there has been no issue of the 
said marriage. 

3. That notwithstanding the plaintiff has at all times during the 
continuance of the said marriage, conducted herself faithfully, 

loyally and modestly as a true wife to the defendant, yet 

2 said defendant has cruelly abused, mistreated and oppressed 
the plaintiff, by drunkenness, violence, by personal abuse of 

plaintiff, by striking and threatening her, and by holding her up to 
scorn and public ridicule at various times and on divers occasions; 
and more particularly during, to-wit, the month of August, A. D. 
1914, when defendant violently threatened plaintiff and her daugh¬ 
ter, Mariam Eliason, and in a violent and ungoverned rage drove 
plaintiff and her said daughter from her home at or about the hour 
of midnight, the plaintiff and her said daughter being then wearing 
their bedroom clothing; and locked plaintiff and her said daughter 
upon the streets, so that they were in great fear and dread forced to 
seek shelter of a neighbor; and again in the month of September 
of the same year, when defendant, while apparently under the in¬ 
fluence of intoxicating drinks violently and without cause threatened 
plaintiff, saying that he, the defendant, “would cut the heart out of 
her,” the plaintiff, and taking a razor or other dangerous weapon 
chased the plaintiff who escaped from the house and took refuge 
with a neighbor who hid and protected her from defendant’s vio¬ 
lence. And at various times, since the said occurrences defendant 
has abused, threatened, insulted and attacked plaintiff. On, to-wit, 
the first day of March, 1921, the defendant, who had theretofore 
contributed semi-monthly in general, an allowance for the disburse¬ 
ment of plaintiff toward the support of himself and herself, amount¬ 
ing in recent years approximately to $150 each month, suddenly, 
with great abuse of plaintiff, reduced her said allowance to $50 each 
half-month and recently to $40.00 each half-month; informing her 
that she should have no more, although plaintiff has from 

3 the said allowance paid all the family expenses and saved 
considerable sums, the application whereof is elsewhere in 

this bill shown; the said reduction placing plaintiff in a position 
where defendant’s contributions do not meet the usual family ex¬ 
penses. 

5. That defendant thereafter, on, to-wit, the 19th day of April 
A. D. 1921, and on the two successive days thereafter, caused to be 
inserted in the Washington Evening Star, a newspaper published 
and of general circulation, daily, in the City of Washington, Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia and elsewhere, a certain notice, in the words fol¬ 
lowing, that is to say: 
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“I will not be responsible for debts contracted for by any other 
than bv myself. 

“D. M. REED, 152 F Street S. E.” 

No cause for said publication and notice had ever been given to 
defendant by plaintiff, who at no time idly or wastefullv made pur¬ 
chases upon the credit of her husband, the defendant; and the said 
publication greatly pained, chagrined and injured plaintiff and im¬ 
paired her credit in the community in which plaintiff lives. 

0. That shortly after their marriage, in A. 1). 1908, plaintiff and 
defendant purchased and took title as joint tenants to the property 
at Number 129 U Street, northwest, Washington, District of Colum¬ 
bia, being Lot 23 in Square 3116 in said city and District ; of the 
purchase price whereof amounting to $4,500, the plaintiff provided 
$500 in cash of her own money, by borrowing a like amount upon 
her own property at No. 152 F Street, Southeast, being Ix>t 6 in 
Square 736 in said City and District, the balance of said 

4 purchase price, amounting to $4,000, being secured by trusts 
upon said IJ Street property. Acting for herself and the 

defendant, with defendant’s consent and upon defendant’s request, 
plaintiff thereafter assumed management of said property, rented 
the same, collected rents, paid for repairs, insurance, taxes, interest, 
and from the net proceeds of such rents, to which plaintiff added 
savings from the family income, plaintiff has paid off of the indebt¬ 
edness upon said property all but about $600.00. 

7. That defendant and plaintiff have during their entire married 
life occupied plaintiff’s own property, at Number 152 F Street, south¬ 
east, in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, for which de¬ 
fendant has paid nothing to plaintiff other than his allowance for 
family support aforementioned; and plaintiff has kept boarders and 
let rooms in her said house and from the earnings thus obtained, 
paid oft' the indebtedness incurred by herself mentioned in the sixth 
paragraph hereof. 

8. That shortly after reducing plaintiff’s allowance for family 
support, as described in the fourth paragraph hereof, defendant 
ordered the tenant of said U Street property to pay rent to him, the 
defendant, instead of to plaintiff, threatening to evict said tenant; 
and served upon said tenant various pretended notices and other¬ 
wise annoyed such tenant and without cause endeavored to oust 
plaintiff from collecting such rent and continuing to manage said 
property. 

9. That on, to-wit, the 2nd day of July, A. D. 1921, plaintiff 
being then in the kitchen of her home, defendant entered the room, 

apparently in great rage, and having in his hand a letter from 

5 the tenant of the U Street property, refusing to pay to him 
the rent of said property inst-ead of to plaintiff; and showing 

said letter to plaintiff, defendant said, in effect, “I guess I’ve got to 
kill some people, and I think I’ll start with you,” meaning the 
plaintiff, and grasping plaintiff by her throat, threw her backward; 
and a few T minutes later, while plaintiff was in the dining room of 
her said house, again attacked her, striking her and breaking a chair 
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by liis violence; but was prevented from further actions on each 
occasion by the interference of plaintiff’s daughter, Mrs. Harry B. 
Bothwell, who hearing plaintiff’s screams on each such occasion 
came to her assistance. And plaintiff is by the threats, assaults, 
abuse and violence of defendant on these and many other occasions 
kept in constant fear of injury and danger to her life. 

10. That defendant is, and for many years has been regularly 
employed as a railroad engineer by the Washington Terminal ( om- 
pany, his monthly income being, to the best of plaintiff’s knowledge 
and belief, in the neighborhood of $250 per month; that plaintiff’s 
income consists of her earnings in keeping boarders, which are small 
and variable, and her share of the income from the l Street prop¬ 
erty aforementioned, which share plaintiff has constantly paid in 
upon the indebtedness of said property. 

Wherefore, the premises considered, plaintiff humbly prays— 

1. That process issue out of this honorable court, directed unto 
the defendant, Daniel M. Reed, requiring him upon a day certain 
to answer the exigencies of this bill of complaint. 

6 2. That an order be passed by this honorable court, re¬ 

straining the defendant, Daniel M. Reed, from interfering 
with or in any manner molesting plaintiff in the collection ot the 
rents and management of the property at Number 129 1 Street, 
northwest, and the continued application of the income of said 
property for the joint benefit of the plaintiff and defendant. 

3. That an order be passed by this honorable court, directed to 
said defendant, Daniel M. Reed, restraining said defendant from 
entering upon or visiting plaintiff’s house, Number 152 F Street, 
southeast, in said city and District, or from interfering with plain¬ 
tiff’s personal property or estate; or from interfering with or injuring 
plaintiff in her person. 

4. That a rule to show cause be laid upon defendant requiring 
him upon a day certain to show why he should not be required to 
pay reasonable amount for the separate maintenance and support of 
plaintiff, pending this suit. 

5. That the defendant be required to pay a reasonable sum to 
plaintiff for counsel fees and suit money. 

6. That upon the termination of this suit defendant be required 
to pay a reasonable sum for permanent separate support and main¬ 
tenance of plaintiff. 

7. And for other and further relief as to this Court may seem just 

and proper. CLARA C. REED. 


C. T. CLAYTON, 

Attorney for Plaintiff. 


7 District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Clara C. Reed, being first duly sworn, on my oath depose and 
say that I have read the aforegoing bill of complaint, by me sub¬ 
scribed; that the matters and facts therein set forth as of my own 
knowledge 1 know to be true; and those stated upon information and 
belief, I believe to be true. CLARA C. REED. 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 21st dav of July, A. D. 
1921. 

[seal.] J. WM. REILY, 

Notary Public, District of Columbia. 

Answer to Pule to Show Cause. 

Filed August 10, 1921. 


The defendant Daniel M. Reed, for answer to the rule to show cause 
issued against him herein alleges as follows: 

First. lie admits the allegations of Paragraph 1 of the petition filed 
herein. 

Second. He admits the allegations of Paragraph 2 of the petition. 

Third. The defendant denies expressly and emphatically the al¬ 
legation in the third paragraph of the bill that the plaintiff has at 
all times during the continuance of the marriage, conducted herself 
faithfully, loyally and modestly, as a true wife to the de- 

8 fondant; defendant denies that he has cruelly abused, mis¬ 
treated and oppressed the plaintiff, by drunkenness, violence, 

by personal abuse of the plaintiff, by striking or threatening her, or 
hy holding her up to scorn and public ridicule at various times. 
Defendant denies that during the month of August 1914, he threat¬ 
ened the plaintiff and her daughter as alleged in the third paragraph 
of the bill of complaint. He denies that he drove them from the 
home during the night, and denies that he locked them upon the 
street. Defendant denies that during the month of December 
1914, while under the influence of intoxicating liquor he threatened 
the plaintiff, denies that he said to the plaintiff “He would cut the 
heart out of her,” denies that he took or had a razor or any other 
dangerous weapon and chased the plaintiff. The defendant denies 
that at various times since September 1914, he has abused, threat¬ 
ened, insulted or attacked the plaintiff. 

The defendant admits that on the first day of March 1921, he 
reduced the amount he was giving twice a month to the sum of fifty 
dollars; he denies that theretofore he had contributed One Hundred 
and fifty dollars monthly toward the support and maintenance of 
his wife, but alleges the fact to be that lie has contributed from a 
hundred and fifty to a hundred and eighty dollars a month toward 
the support and maintenance of his wife. Defendant admits that 
subsequent to the first day of March 1921, he further reduced the 
amount of money he gave his wife to forty dollars twice per month, 
making eighty dollars per month; defendant denies that he ever 
refused to support and maintain his wife, and alleges the fact to be 
that eighty dollars per month is ample for her support and 

9 maintenance. This defendant admits that the plaintiff has 
saved considerable sums of money from the money he has 

given her during their married life. 

Fifth. The defendant admits that he had published in the news¬ 
paper the notice alleged in the fifth paragraph of the bill of com- 
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plaint and alleges that he did the same for his own protection and 
that of his property rights. 

Sixth. The defendant admits that in 1908 the defendant and 
plaintiff purchased and took title as joint tenants in the property at 
129 U Street, Northwest, Washington, District of Columbia; he 
alleges that the said property is now worth the sum of $7,500.00; 
he denies that the plaintiff provided five hundred dollars in cash of 
her own money, but states that the cash payment was made from 
their joint earnings. The defendant admits that the plaintiff has 
since the purchase of the said property assumed the management of 
the same, and rented the same, collected the rents, etc., but ex¬ 
pressly alleges that the same has been without his consent and over 
his violent and repeated protests, and that she is now enjoying the 
full rents, issues and profits from the said property; that she has 
never accounted to him for the same, and refuses and has continued 
to refuse to account to this defendant for rents, issues and profits 
from the said property. 

Seventh. The defendant denies that the property 152 F Street 
belongs entirely to the plaintiff, but alleges the fact to be that he has 
contributed from time to time various sums of money toward the 
purchase of the said property, and that the said plaintiff has promised 
repeatedly to have a deed made conveying the same to the plaintiff 
and defendant jointly, the title to the same now being in the 
10 name of the plaintiff’s mother. 

Eighth. The defendant admits that he ordered the tenant 
out of the U Street property, and he alleges that the presence of the 
said tenant in the said property is undesirable to him, and the 
management and control of the said property by his said wife, is not 
with his consent, but is over his protest. 

Ninth. The defendant expressly denies the allegations of para¬ 
graph nine to the effect that he said to his wife “I guess I’ve got to 
kill some people, and I think I’ll start with you.” He denies that 
he grabbed the plaintiff by her throat, denies that he threw her 
backward, denies that he attacked her, breaking a chair, and denies 
that he used any violence toward her whatsoever. 

Tenth. The defendant admits that he is and has been for some 
time regularly employed as a railroad engineer by the Washington 
Terminal Company, and that his earnings are about $190.00 per 
month. 

And now having fully answered the rule to show cause issued 
herein this defendant pravs that the said rule may be discharged. 

D. M. REED. 


T. MORRIS WAMPLER, 

A tty. for Respondent. 


District of Columbia, To wit: 

Daniel M. Reed, being first duly sworn, made oath that the al¬ 
legations and statements contained in the foregoing answer are true 
to the best of his knowledge, information and belief. 

D. M. REED, 
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11 Sworn to and subscribed before me this 27th day of July 

1921. 

[seal.] MARY ABBOTT, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


Motion. 

Filed September 14, 1921. 

* * * * * * * 


Now comes the defendant Daniel M. Reed and moves the Court 
to reduce the amount of alimony pendente life heretofore awarded 
in this case, for the reasons set forth in the affidavit hereto attached. 


T. MORRIS WAMPLER, 

Attorney for Defendant. 

To Charles T. Clayton, Esq., 

Attorney for Plaintiff: 

Please take notice that the above motion will be called to the 
attention of the court on Wednesday, the 14th day of September, 
1921, at ten o’clock a. m., or as soon thereafter as counsel can be 
heard. 

T. MORRIS WAMPLER, 

Attorney for Defendant. 


Affidavit of Daniel M. Reed. 

* * * * * * * 

Daniel M. Reed, being first duly sworn, made oath that he is the 
defendant in the above-entitled suit, and that his earnings now 
average $165.00 per month; that his earnings depend en- 
12 tirely upon the time he actually works; that he is in poor 
health and is unable to work every day, as he is required to 
do in order to meet the payments of alimony heretofore decreed 
against him. That he is not now living in the same house with the 
plaintiff; that she actually moved his trunk and personal belongings 
from the house and into the yard, and he was thereby compelled to 
rent a room in which to live, and is compelled to procure his meals 
elsewhere than at his home. 

That the property at 152 F Street, in which the plaintiff resides, 
stands as of record in the name of the plaintiff's mother, the plain¬ 
tiff claiming to be the sole owner thereof, notwithstanding contribu¬ 
tions made by the defendant toward the purchase price; that there 
are no liens or encumbrances upon the same, and that the said 
property is worth the sum of $7,500. 

This affiant is advised and believes that the plaintiff has 3 rooms 
in the said house rented, and that she has 7 boarders, from which 
said boarders and roomers she derives a monthly income of approxi¬ 
mately $160.00. 
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That no children have been born to the plaintiff and the defend¬ 
ant, and that all of the plaintiffs children are of age, and are in 
nowise dependent upon her for their support, and that the plaintiff' 
has no obligations, and no dependents, and has only herself to 
provide for. 

That out of the money the defendant has for years been con¬ 
tributing toward the support of his wife and himself, she has been 
enabled to save considerable sums of money, and that the amounts 
contributed by the defendant as set forth in his answer to the 
13 rule to show cause, were contributed in no sense, and in 
nowise, as the amount necessary for the support and main¬ 
tenance of his wife, but were contributions voluntarily made by a 
husband to his wife, far in excess of the absolute needs of the plain¬ 
tiff. the said excess being contributed by way of presents and luxuries. 

Affiant says that the plaintiff is not in need of any financial as¬ 
sistance whatsoever from him; that the plaintiff’s daughter and her 
husband and two children live with the plaintiff, the son-in-law of 
the plaintiff being a draughtsman at the Navy Yard and receiving 
in the neighborhood of three thousand dollars per annum. That 
the plaintiff is a strong, healthy woman, fifty years of age, in need 
of no medical attention whatsoever. She has more than the ordinary 
amount of clothing; that all of the coal for the coming winter is 
upon the premises, which was paid for by this defendant, and there 
is absolutely no requirement of financial assistance from this affiant, 
other than avarice and greed, which has characterized the entire 
married life of the plaintiff and the defendant. 

Affiant says that the plaintiff is in receipt of an income, including 
the eighty dollars per month ordered to be paid her by affiant, of 
two hundred and forty dollars per month; she has no payments to 
make upon the property in which she is living, and affiant avers that 
the sum of one hundred and sixty dollars per month, the income 
of the plaintiff exclusive of the eighty dollars per month ordered to 
be paid by this court, is more than sufficient to properly take care of 
and provide for the plaintiff. 

D. M. REED. 


14 District of Columbia, To wit: 

Daniel M. Reed being first duly sworn makes oath that the 
allegations and statements contained in the foregoing affidavit are 
true to the best of his knowledge, information and belief. 

D. M. REED. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of September, 
1921. 


MARY ABBOTT, 
Notary Public, D. C. 


DANIEL M. REED VS. CLARA C. REED. 


9 


Affidavit of Daniel M. Reed. 

Filed September 14, 1921. 
******* 

District of Columbia, To wit: 

Daniel M. Reed, being first duly sworn, made oath that be is the 
defendant in the above-entitled ease, and upon information and 
belief he states that there are now ten people rooming and boarding 
with the plaintiff in this action, and that since making his affidavit 
herein on the 9th day of September 1921, he is informed and be¬ 
lieves, and therefore avers that two gentlemen are now boarding 
and rooming in the house of the plaintiff in addition to those set 
forth in his said affidavit. 

D. M. REED. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of September, 
1921. 

[seal.] MARY ABBOTT, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

15 Affidavit of Clara C. Reed. 

Filed September 14, 1921. 
******* 

Clara C. Reed, being first duly sworn, on her oath deposes and 
says that she is the plaintiff in the above entitled cause; that her 
earnings from renting rooms and keeping boarders, work and labor 
which she performs in her home at 152 F Street, Southeast, amount 
in gross to $140.00 per month, out of which she furnishes food for 
four grown persons, her boarders, and one child, also a boarder; 
supplies the linen for the rooms and table; provides various services, 
such as ice, telephone, heat, light, for all, and the washing for three 
of such boarders, and keep- up the house, leaving in many months 
nothing for affiant; that among such boarders are plaintiff’s son-in- 
law, who is employed at the Washington Navy Yard, but who gives 
to plaintiff nothing further than any other boarder, and whose 
salary having been reduced by the Government, plaintiff has been 
compelled to reduce his board; such son-in-law, wife and child 
being the only permanent boarders plaintiff has. 

That plaintiff is the equitable owner of the premises 152 F Street, 
Southeast, which she purchased more than six years before her 
marriage to defendant, and defendant has not contributed one cent 
toward the purchase price thereof. That defendant has on divers 
occasions tried to compel the plaintiff to deed said property to him, 
which plaintiff has refused to do. 

That defendant has not paid for the winter’s coal supply now at 
152 F Street, but on the contrary by publishing an advertisement, 
referred to in plaintiff’s bill of complaint, induced the whole- 
1G sale coal dealer from whom she bought the winter’s coal 
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supply to refuse to supply such coal until she personally paid 
for same from her own funds, which she did; that defendant 
throughout the course of the married life of defendant and plaintiff 
and until about two years ago, spent a large portion of his earnings 
in drinking, and allowed plaintiff from $75.00 to $100 per month; 
out of which plaintiff did save a considerable sum, all of which she 
paid upon the property at No. 120 l T Street, N. W., Washington, 
District of Columbia, which is owned jointly by plaintiff and de¬ 
fendant; and during the past two years, defendant having allowed 
plaintiff until the first day of March, 1021 sums generally from $140 
to $100 per month, plaintiff saved therefrom considerable sums, all 
of which she paid upon said property at No. 120 U Street ; that de¬ 
fendant has during the married life of parties given plaintiff one 
small diamond ring and one pin, shortly after their marriage, to 
a value approximately $00.00; and no other gifts; that defendant 
is not now living with plaintiff. 

That during their entire married life, defendant has been ill and 
under a doctor’s care only once within the recollection of plaintiff, 
when the defendant, about three years ago, had a tooth extracted, 
and went to Providence Hospital to have the resulting hemorrhage 
checked; that defendant has enjoyed excellent health, except oc¬ 
casional loss of time due to drinking; that for the past three years 
defendant has been earning, as shown by statements of his employers 
shown plaintiff in hands of defendant and statements made to plain¬ 
tiff by himself, a salary of $7.20 per day of eight hours, and has 
generally worked 30 days per month, earning $216.00, out 
17 of which he paid $3.75 insurance monthly; that defendant 
has received one bonus payment in addition, amounting to 
more than $100.00. 

CLARA C. REED. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of September, 
A. D. 1921. 

[seal.] J. WM. REILY, 

Notary Public, District of Columbia. 

Order. 

Filed September 21, 1921. 

* * * * * * * 

Upon consideration of the motion filed herein by the defendant, 
it is this 21st day of September, 1921, 

Ordered that the said motion be, and the same is hereby denied, 
and it is ordered that the defendant pay to the plaintiff forthwith 
the sum of Forty Dollars, ($40) being the amount of alimony 
pendente life now in arrears under the order passed herein August 
12th, 1921, and shall also pay the plaintiff the sum of Forty Dollars, 
($40) on the 1st and 15th days of each month hereafter, unjil the 
further order of the court. A. A. IIOEHLING, 

Justice. 
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The defendant, Daniel M. Reed, in open court, noted an appeal to 
the Court of Appeals from the above order, and, upon motion of the 
defendant, the bond for costs on appeal is fixed at One Hun- 
18 dred Dollars, ($100) or a cash deposit of Fifty Dollars, 
($50) with the clerk in lieu thereof. Supersedeas refused. 

A. A. IIOEHLING, 


Justice. 


Memorandum. 

October 14, 1921.—Undertaking on appeal, $100, approved and 
filed. 


Assignment of Errors. 

Filed October 25, 1921. 

******* 

The defendant assigns as error committed by the trial court: 

First. The entering of 1 lie order of September 21st, 1921. 

Second. The refusal of the court to fix the penalty of a super¬ 
sedeas bond. 

T. MORRIS WAMPLER, 

Attorney for Defendant. 

Notice of a copy of the above assignment of errors is acknowledged 
this 25 dav of October 1921. 

C. T. CLAYTON, 
Attorney for Plaintiff. 

19 Designation of Record. 

Filed October 25, 1921. 

******* 

The Clerk will please issue transcript of record upon the appeal of 
the defendant from the order entered herein on the 21st day of 
September 1921, and the following papers arc hereby designated as 
necessary to be copied: 

(1) The bill. 

(2) The answer to the rule to show cause. 

(3) The motion returnable to the 14th day of September, 1921. 

(4) The affidavit of Daniel M. Reed, dated September 8th, 1921. 

(5) The affidavit of Daniel M. Reed, dated September 13th, 1921. 

(6) The affidavit of Clara C. Reed, dated September —, 1921. 

(7) The order of September 21st, 1921. 

(8) Cost bond approved and filed. 

(9) Assignment of errors. 

(IP) This designation. 

T. MORRIS WAMPLER, 

Attorney for Defendant. 
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Service of a copy of the above designation of record is acknowl¬ 
edged this 25 day of October, 1921. 

0. T. CLAYTON, 
Attorney for Plaintiff. 

20 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

1, Morgan II. Beach, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages numbered from 1 
to 19, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, 
according to directions of counsel herein tiled, copy of which is made 
part of this transcript, in cause No. 39,213 in Equity, wherein Clara 
C. Reed is Plaintiff and Daniel M. Reed is Defendant, as the same 
remains upon the tiles and of record in said Court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said District, 
this 3rd day of November, 1921. 

MORGAN II. BEACH, 

Clerk . 

E. W. 


Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
3744. Daniel M. Reed, appellant, vs. Clara C. Reed. Court of Ap¬ 
peals, District of Columbia. Filed Nov. 5, 1921. Henry W. 
Hodges, clerk. 
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